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Ms. Jennifer H. Boyt, Esq. 
Federal Election Commission 
Office of the General Counsel 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Dear Ms. Boyt: 
RE: FEC MUR 4801 

This letter constitutes the response of the Nevada State Council of Senior 

Citizens and its President, Scott Watts (“Respondents”), to the complaint in the above- 

referenced matter. 

The complaint alleges that a member of Senator Harry Reid‘s campaign staff, 

David Cherry, “improperly” and “misguidedly” called a member of the Nevada State 

Council of Senior Citizens to invite him to a meeting of that organization held on July 1, 

1998, in Las Vegas, Nevada. The complaint also alleges that Mr. Cherry contacted 

other members of that organization and asked them to send “pre-written” letters to 

editors of newspapers in Nevada, and that an aide to Senator Reid made an “impropet‘ 

presentation to a meeting of the Jewish War Veterans. ’ 
For the reasons stated below, the Commission should find no reason to believe 

that Respondents Scott Watts and the Nevada State Council of Senior Citizens violated 

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and should take no further 

action in this matter. 

’ NSCSC never asked its members to sign pre-written letters to the editor on behalf ofthe 
Reid campaign, nor does it have any knowledge of any involvement by the Reid staff With the 
Jewish War Veterans. 
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FACTUAL STATEMENT 

The Nevada State Council of Senior Citizens (“NSCSC) is a nonprofit 

membership corporation organized as a 501 (c)(4) social welfare organization for 

federal and state tax purposes. NSCSC is a state chapter of the National Council of 

Senior Citizens (“NCSC”) but it elects and is governed by its own Executive Board. 

Declaration of Scott Watts (“Watts dec.”) at 3, Attachment 1. 

On July 1, 1998, NSCSC sponsored an event held at a union hall in Reno, 

Nevada. The purpose of the event was to discuss the voting records of the Nevada 

congressional delegation on legislative issues affecting the lives of senior citizens. 

Nevada’s congressional delegation consists of two Republicans, Representatives John 

Ensign and Jim Gibbons; and two Democrats, Senators Harry Reid and Richard Bryan. 

Watts dec. at 4. 

The discussion was based on a voting record prepared and distributed by the 

NCSC in February 1998, as well as an article appearing in the June/July issue of the 

organization’s magazine Seniorify entitled “Heroes and Zeroes.” Watts dec. at 6. 

The NCSC voting record had been prepared by NCSC staff members without 

any contact or discussion with any federal candidate (or candidate representative) 

concerning its preparation, analysis, or the conclusions reached. Declaration of Daniel 

Schulder (“Schulder dec.”) at 4, Attachment 2. It was distributed to NCSC members, to 

NCSC state chapters, to members of Congress, and to any other organizations and 

individuals requesting copies. Schulder dec. at 3. The Seniority article summarized 
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the key issues contained in the February voting record and identified those members Of 

Congress voting the worst or the best on those issues. It, too, was prepared without 

any contact or discussion with any federal candidate or candidate representative. 

Declaration of Bette Cooper (“Cooper dec.”) at 3. The magazine was distributed 

primarily to NCSC members (approximately 248,000) and state chapters. Members of 

Congress received a courtesy copy. 

Scott Watts organized the Reno event. The audience consisted of NSCSC 

members and three local newspaper reporters. No federal candidate or representative 

of any federal candidate was present. Watts dec. at 5. 

Mr. Watts showed a film about the National Council of Senior Citizens. He also 

talked about important legislative issues in the Congress such as the “Archer-Kyle 

Amendment” and how the Nevada Congressional delegation had voted on those 

issues. 

delegation’s respective voting records (see attachment A), and distributed copies of the 

NCSC voting record (see attachment 6). 

Watts dec. at 6. He read and distributed a press statement describing the 

At no time during the meeting did Mr. Watts or anyone else call upon anyone 

present to elect or defeat any federal candidate. In fact, neither Mr. Watts nor anyone 

else at the event even mentioned the 1998 elections. Instead, Mr. Watts stressed that 

the event‘s purpose was to discuss the legislative issues of importance to seniors and 

how Nevada’s elected representatives had voted on those issues. Watts dec. at 8. 

The NSCSC spent no money on this meeting. There was no charge for the 

union hall where it occurred. Mr. Watts xeroxed his own press statement on his home 
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fax machine and obtained the copies of the voting record that he handed out at the 

meeting free of charge from NCSC. There were no other expenses other than a few 

local telephone calls and faxes which Mr. Watts made from his home. Watts dec. at 9. 

On July 1, 1998, NSCSC also held a meeting in Las Vegas, similarly, to discuss 

the voting records of the Nevada congressional delegation. This meeting was held in 

conjunction with a regular meeting of a seniors group at the Dula Gymnasium Studio, 

which is a senior citizen center owned by the city of Las Vegas. Declaration of Michael 

E. Aupperle, at 4 ("Aupperle dec."), Attachment 4. Mike Aupperie, a member of the 

NSCSC Executive Board, was one of NSCSC's representatives at the Las Vegas 

meeting. 

At the Las Vegas meeting, Mr. Aupperle and another NSCSC member, Len 

Viuaccero, talked about the legislative issues described in the NCSC voting record, 

particularly the "Archer-Kyle Amendment," and what those issues meant for seniors. 

Aupperle dec. at 6. They also described the respective voting records of the Nevada 

congressional based on the information contained in the NCSC voting record. Id. They 

distributed copies of the voting record, as well as the Seniority article "Heroes and 

Zeroes." Id. Only one television reporter attended the meeting. Aupperle dec. at 5. No 

candidates or candidate representatives were present. Id. 

At no time did Mr. Aupperle, Mr. Viuaccero, or anyone else present call for the 

election or defeat of any of the four incumbents whose voting record was discussed. 

In fact, Mr. Aupperle specifically stated that the meeting's purpose was to discuss 

legislative issues and how Nevada's congressional delegation had voted on those 

4 



.. 
. . .. . 

issues, and that NSCSC was not there to endorse any candidate or ask anyone to vote 

in any particular way. Id. 

The NSCSC spent no money on this meeting. Aupperle dec. at 8. It occurred at 

a regular meeting of a seniors club at a city retiree center for which there was no charge. 

Id. The materials distributed were either obtained from NCSC, the national organization, 

free of charge or were reproduced on Mr. Aupperle’s home copy machine. Id. There 

were no other expenses. Id. 

A couple of days before the two meetings in Reno and Las Vegas, Mr. Scott Watts 

had spoken to David Cherry, deputy press secretary of Senator Harry Reid’s campaign. 

During that conversation, Mr. Watts expressed an interest in holding one or more 

NSCSC meetings to publicize the voting records of the Nevada delegation on senior 

issues. Mr. Watts expressed his concern that NSCSC would not be able to contact the 

press to attend such meetings because of his lack of experience with such matters and 

the organization’s limited resources. Mr. Cherry then offered to help NSCSC by drafting 

press advisories and sending them out to the local press. Relieved that he had found 

someone who knew how to deal with the press, Mr. Scott sent Mr. Cherry a couple of 

pieces of NSCSC letterhead to use for the press advisories. Mr. Scott also asked Mr. 

Cherry to contact several NSCSC members to tell them about the events. During the 

same time period, Mr. Scott also called a number of NSCSC members to tell them about 

the events, as well as made arrangements for the meetings. Apparently, Mr. Cherry also 

drafted a press release for NSCSC to use at the meetings. That press release, however, 

was not used by either Mr. Watts or Mr. Aupperle. Mr. Watts used his own press 
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statement for the Reno event; no formal press statement was distributed at the Las 

Vegas meeting. 

NSCSC is a volunteer organization. Its members are all retirees. It has no office 

or paid staff; it is headquartered in Scott Watts’ house. The organization’s treasury 

consists of at most two thousand dollars ($2,000), most of which is needed to pay for 

- .. holding membership meetings. The grassroots legislative activity which NSCSC 
. .  ... . 
. .. . .  . .  _. undertakes is conducted by volunteers who believe in the organization’s mission of 

protecting and bettering the lives of senior citizens. 
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DISCUSSION . -  

For the following reasons, the complaint fails to allege any violation of the Federal 

Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“the FECA” or “the Act“) nor of the Federal 

Election Commission’s regulations. 

. ,. .~ -. 
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I. RESPONDENTS’ COMMUNICATIONS DID NOT CONSTITUTE ”EXPRESS 
ADVOCACY AND. THEREFORE. ARE OUTSIDE THE SCO P E 0 FTHEA C T 

In Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S. 1 (1976), the Supreme Court developed the express 

advocacy test in order to prevent precisely the type of issues advocacy in which the 

NSCSC engaged from being regulated by the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as 

amended (“the FECA or “Act”). Recognizing that political speech lies at the heart of 

that which is protected by the First Amendment, the Court construed the Act as 

“apply[ing] only to expenditures for communications that in express terms advocate the 

election or defeat of a clearly identified candidate for federal office.” 424 U.S. at 44 
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(emphasis added). The Court defined “express advocacy” as “. . . express words Of 

advocacy of election or defeat, such as “vote for,” “elect”, “support”, “cast your ballot 

far,” “Smith for Congress,” “vote against,” “defeat,” “reject”. Id. at 44, n. 52. The Court 

adopted this narrow definition of “express advocacy” in recognition of the fact that “ the 

distinction between the discussion of issues and candidates and advocacy of election or 

defeat of candidates may often dissolve in practical application.” Id. at 42. 

In F. E. C. v. Massachusetts Citizens for Life, Inc. ( “Mf  CL’?, 479 U.S. 238 (1 986), 

the Court held that the “express advocacy” test enunciated in Buckley applies to Section 

441 b’s prohibition of corporate and union political expenditures “in connection with [a 

federal] election”. Thus, under MCfL, a corporation’s expenditures for a communication 

will only violate 2 U.S.C. 441 b if that communication “expressly advocates” the election 

or defeat of a clearly identified candidate. The rationale for the Court‘s adoption of the 

‘‘express advocacy” standard in MCFL was the same as the Court’s rationale in Buckley, 

that is, to prevent “issues advocacy” as opposed to “express electoral advocacy” from 

being regulated by the Act. 

As the record reflects, NSCSC’s communications did not expressly advocate the 

election or defeat of a clearly identified candidate but instead were limited to discussing 

the voting records of incumbent members of Congress without any mention of the 1998 

elections. Moreover, those discussions took place some four months prior to the 1998 

general election. Since the NSCSC’s communications consisted of “issues advocacy“ 

outside the scope of the FECA, the making of those communications did not violate 

section 441 b of the Act. 
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II. ~ N 
“CONTRIBUTION” TO ANY FEDERAL CANDIDATE 

Section 441 b provides, in relevant part, that “[ilt is unlawful . . . for any 

corporation. . . to make a contribution or expenditure in connection with any [federal] 

election. . . . ‘I 2 U.S.C. 441 b(a). As noted above, the Supreme Court in MCFL has 

interpreted the term “expenditure” for purposes of 2 U.S. C. 441 b to apply only to 

payments for communications that contain “express advocacy” of the election or defeat of 

a clearly identified federal candidate. 

of the Act as excluding “any payment or obligation incurred by a corporation . . . which , 

The term “contribution” is defined in Section 431 

... _- 
- under section 441 b(b) of this title, woulci not constitute an expenditure by such 

i 

i 

T. 

corporation. . . .”2 U.S. C. 431(8)(B) (vi). Accordingly, based on the plain language of 

the Act, NSCSC’s payments, if any, for the cost of its voting record communications 

could not as a matter of statute constitute a “contribution” within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. 

441 b since those communications did not expressly advocate the election or defeat of a 

clearly identified candidate. 

The fact that NSCSC had some minimal contact with a member of Senator Reid’s 

campaign staff does not change this result. In Cliffon v. FEC , 927 F. Supp. 493 @.Me. 

1996) , affd 114 F. 3d 1309 (1 ’* Cir. 1997), cert. denied, 66 U.S.L. W. 3554 (Feb. 20, 

1998) (No. 97-786) the court rejected the Commission’s attempt to expand the Act’s 

reach to so-called “coordinated voter guides and voting records that fall short of express 

advocacy, characterizing this attempt as constitutionally suspect. 929 F Supp. at 497- 
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Moreover, even if the Commission’s current rule prohibiting “coordination” of non- 

express advocacy voting communications was not , as the First Circuit in Clifton 

described it, “patently offensive to the First Amendment,” in general, it certainly would be 

if applied to the instant facts. It is clear that the contact between NSCSC and the Reid 

campaign was purely ministerial in nature and did not influence the non-express 

advocacy nature of NSCSC’s communications. 

111. NSCSC DID NOT VIOLATE 2 U.S.C. 441 b BECAUSE IT MADE NO 
DISBURSEMENTS IN CONNECTION WITH ITS MEETINGS. 

Section 441 b of the Act prohibits unions and corporations from making any 

“contribution” or “expenditure “ ”in connection with any election.” 2 U.S.C. 441 b(a). 

Even, assuming arguendo, that this prohibition could be constitutionally read to prohibit a 

corporate disbursement for a non-express advocacy communication that mentions a 

federal officeholder, it cannot be applied here for the simple reason that the NSCSC 

spent no money whatsoever in connection with its meetings in Reno and Las Vegas. 

As the record reflects, all NSCSC did was to re-publicize a voting record that had 

already been publicly distributed by its parent organization NCSC. The voting record 

was prepared and distributed at NCSC’s expense without any contact or coordination 

with any federal candidate. Schulder dec. at 4; Cooper dec. at 3. 

’ Any reliance by the Commission on the Court of Appeals decision in Cfiji‘oti would be 
misplaced. While the CIiJoti Appeals Court did not reach the question ofwhether coordinated 
non-express advocacy communications are outside the Act’s scope, it made clear that any 
regulation that limits contact between citizens and their elected officials is constitutionally suspect 
and must be narrowly drawn. 

9 



NSCSC spent nothing to re-publicize the NCSC voting record at its Las Vegas or 

Reno events. The meeting rooms for the events cost nothing. Watts dec. at 9; Aupperle 

dec. at 8. 

were produced on individuals home office equipment free of charge. Watts dec. at 9; 

Aupperle dec.at 8. None of the individuals involved is paid by NSCSC for his time. 

Watts dec. at 2; Aupperle dec. at 2. There were no other expenses. 

The materials for the events were either supplied by NCSC without charge or 

Since NSCSC did not make any disbursements in connection with its voting 

record events, it could not have violated 2 U.S. C. 441 b since, under any theory, no 

payments were made “in connection with any [federal] election. ” 

CONCLUSION 

This case involves a group of retired seniors who volunteer their time to educate 

other seniors about important legislative issues affecting their quality of life and about 

how their elected representatives vote on these issues. The Respondents engaged in 

legitimate issue advocacy with no intention of violating any provision of law including the 

FECA. Indeed, the courts have consistently narrowed the definition of “express 

advocacy” so as not to reach citizens such as these who take to heart the democratic 

process and their own responsibility in promoting good government. In light of the 

above, Respondents respectfully request that the Commission take no action against 

them with respect to this matter. 

Coukel for Respondents 
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Balanced Budget Agreement ‘Sets Pace 
for 1997 Voting Record 

wo major events marked the direction of the first session T of the 105th Congress: the increase of Democratic seats 
in the House, and the balanced budget agreement between 
the Congressional leadership and President Clinton. 
Greater Democrat-Republican parity in the House increased 
the role and influence of the President over legislation and 
long-term national policy. 

Despite the increased parity, passage of thc Balanced 
Budget Act (BBA) of 1997 has fundamentally altered the 
political playing field in the aging community. The BBA 
authorized the creation of a Medicare Commission to offer 
recommendations for changes in the Medicare program to 
accommodate the needs of “Baby Boomers” over the next 
three decades. At the same time, the President has 
embarked on a series of Social Security “forums” to take 
place in 1998 which will culminate in a White House 
Conference on Social Security later in the year. Both the 
Medicare Commission and the White House Conference on 
Social Security will generate legislative options in 1999 
which could change and/or strengthen the social insurance 
substructure of both Social Security and Medicare. The 
legislative and economic events of 1997, as reflected in the 
votes selected for this Voting Record, have helped to set the 
stage for the 1999 debate. 

Major Events 
The d e f a t  in the Senate of a Constitutional Balanced 

Budget Amendment helped shift attention from consti- 
tutional changes to legislated long-range budget policy. 
The President, early on, signaled to the Congressional 
Republican leadership his willingness to negotiate a 
balanced budget deal working towards a deficit-free 2002 
budget. Once that agreement was made, the options open 
to House and Senate members to advance a progressive 
agenda became severely limited. The Congressional 
strategy for NCSC and our allies then shifted to defending 
basic senior citizen and family programs as our first 
priority. 

The BBA 
The balanced budget agreement. and the resulting 

spending and revenue bills, will result in a massive shift of 
Federal support away from domestic needs. Domestic 
discretionary programs will be cut $60 billion over the next 
five years and $180 billion over ten years. Medicare 
spending will be reduced by $1 IS billion in five years. and 
$386 billion over ten years. Linked with revenue losses 
(tax cuts) of between $275 and $400 billion over the same 
ten-year span, NCSC’s push for increased Federal 
investment in housing, social services. transportation. jobs. 
nutrition support, medical research, quality health care. 
welfare needs, adequate retirement income and community 
development will become increasingly difficult. 

Voting Patterns 
The 1997 votes indicate continuing political 

polarization in Congress. Many key senior votes show a 
high degree of ideological discipline. However, on other 
votes (such as “reverse mortgage” fraud. and protecting the 
Consumer Price Index) members of both parties broke 
ranks to support progressive legislation. In other votes, 
(such as several of the Senate Medicare votes) radical 
changes harmful to American seniors were supported by 
large majorities of both Democrats and Republicans. What 
remains clear is that the political and legislative agenda 
ahead will be set more by negotiation than by “down your 
throat” tactics. If the 1998 elections produce only moderate 
shifts between the parties, 1999 congressional voting 
patterns could be similar to those of 1997 and early 1998. 

NCSC will continue to press not only to “save” Social 
Security and Medicare, but to strengthen them for future 
generations. NCSC will also work to enhance consumer 
protections and high standards in Medicare and Medicaid. 
and to work again for a national health program covering 
- all citizens. In addition. NCSC will intensify its 
commitment to social, economic and racial justice as well 
as full equity for women in our legislative work over the 
coming year. 
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HOW TO READ THIS RECORD 
Alongsidc thc n m  of clch lawmaker is his or her pnrty nffliation. 

In addition. prueding thc rims of somc lawmakcrs. them arc symbols 
which arc explained elscwhcrc in  this box. 

Below JIC lists of ten key votes sclutcd as represcnwtivc of thc votes 
of critical imponancc to the elderly takcn by thc US. House and 
Senate. First appears the date on which thc vote was wkcn. followed 
by the bill numbcr and title o f  the bill or amendment. Thcn thcre is a 
dcwription of thc issue followcd by a scrics of nurnk.fr indicating fvst 
thc "Yes" and then thc "No" votcs-q.. 136-55. 

Finally. thcre i s  an cxplnnation os to whether a "Yes" or "No" votc 
is a vmc in  favor of policies endorxd by NCSC officers and members. 

Beside cach Rcprcscnlativc's and Scnntor's n m c  appwrr a scrics of 
tcn lcttcrs or symbols. Thcsc indicate whether the lawmakers votcd and 
whcthcr he or shc votcd Right (R) or Wrong (W) according IO NCSC 
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1 policy. 
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At the end of w h  column arc two pcrccntagc f i g u ~ " I 9 9 7 1 X "  and 
"Cum 90''. Thc first rcprcscnrs thc numbcr of "Right" voles out of the 
sc luvd issues voted upon in  1997: thc ssond rcprrscnrr thecumulativc 
"Right" votcs out of the sclccted issues voted upon from 1973-97. or 
since the lawmaker bccmc o Member o f  Congress. 

, 

I 

Key to H o d e n a t e  Symbols ! 

R 
W 
S Speaker cxcrciscd discretion not to votc i 

? Did Not Votc 
I Not Eligible Mcmbcr 
P Voted Present 

A L  indicates At-Large. 

Voted right according to NCSC policy 
Voted wrong according to NCSC policy 

Thc numbcr bcforc cach namc indicatcs the Congrcssional Disuict. 
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HOUSE VOTES 
1. March 12,1997. H. H. 89-Hequest New Balanced Budget 

f rom the President 
This motion by Congressman Solomon (R-NY) u a s  introduced to end 
dcbatc and to prcvcnt thc possibility, of amendments of thc rcsolution 
requiring thc President IO submit to the House a "balanced budget" by 
Apri l  7. 1997. The motion rcquircd thc President to use cconomic 
assumptions that would rcquirc dccpcr cuts in Fcdcral programs and 
outlays. Such cuts would scvcrcly rlndcrmine the ability of the Fcdcral 
Govemmcnr to respond to senior. f m i l y  and young people's nccds. Passed 
226-200. A "NO" rntr is n pro-senior vote. 
2. Apr i l  15, 1997. H. J. Res.62-Tax Limitation Constitutional 

AmendmenCNassage 
Thts joint rcsolution would havc stmcd the process of amending the US. 
Constitution to require a "super majority" (23's) vote in both the Senate 
and thc House in  ordcr to rnisc any t ~ c s .  Any such changc i n  thc 
Constitution would cripple thc ability of thc Congress to meet national 
nccds and makc csscntial public investmcnts. (A  23's majority of thosc 
voting in  thc Huusc is rcquircd to pass a joint rcsolution proposing an 
amcndment to thc Constilotion.) Rejected 233-190. A "NO'' IVIIC i r  a 
prn-senior wre. 
3. May 1,1997. H. Res. 93-Consumer Price Index Adjunmenlr l  

Adoption 
Th is  motion tntmluced by Rcprcxntattvc Soudcr (R-lnd.). would cxprcss 
the scnse o f  thc House that changcs in how the Consumer Price Index 
(CPI) dctcrmincs the cost-of-living adjustmcnt (COLA) would be made 
only by the Bureau of L b o r  Swtistics (BLS). This  would prcvcnt attcmpts 
to lower the CPI and COLA by Icgislation rathcr than thc factual findings 
of BLS. Adopted 399-16. A "YES" w t c  IS o pro-senior wic. 
4. June 25,1997. H.R. 201-CFiscal 1998 Budget Reconciliation/ 

Passage 
This bill. tho "Balanced Budget Act" (BBA) of 1997. sets the stage for a 
balanced budgct hy the ycar 2002 tor earlier based on a slrong cconomy) 
through major reductions i n  Fcdcral programs: S I  15 billion in  Mcdicarc 
cuts: S I 5  billion in Medicaid cuts: $60 billion in domestic spending cuts. 
Thc BBA contains major incrcascs in  Medicare prcmiunis and a strong 
push of Medicare bcnciicinrics tow& "managed cart'. programs. I t  would 
also create Medicare "medical savings accounts". The cuts were rcquircd 
bccausc the corresponding "revcnuc" bill contained S 135 billion in  tax cuts 
over fivc ycars. primarily for upper income earners and stockholdcrs. 
Passed 270-162. A "NO" wtc  is apro-senior vote. 
5. July 10,1997. H. R. 2OlS-Fiscal 1998 Budge1 Reconciliation- 

Spendinpjhfotion to Instruct 
Rcpresentativc Spratt (D-S.C.) Introduccd a motion 10 instruct House 
negotiators working with thc Senatc on h c  Balmccd Budgct Act to oppose 
thc Senate position on raising thc age for M u l i c m  eligibility from 65 to 67 
and to support provisions to protcct wclfarc clicnts in  "welfare-to-work" 
propms with the same pmtcctions as other workers. including minimum 
wage and overtime. OSHA and anti.discrimination laws. Motion passed 
414-14. A "YES" vote is apro-senior vote. 

2 

6. June 26, 1997. H. R. 2014-Fiscal 1998 Budget Kectmcilialinn- 
Taxeflassage 

l h i s  bi l l  providcd for tax cuts to some middle-income familics with schcwl 
children and major cuts to the nation's richest families with subrtanttal 
capitol gains and large estates. Morc than hali of the cuu will go 10 the top 
5% of wealthy households and 70% of  thc cuts to the top 15%. For 74% 
of seniors with houschold incomes below $40.000 a ycar. thc rcsult of the 
bill will bc an average tax incrcase of S2I  a year. The gross VJX cuts will 
mount to about SI33 billion ovcr 5 years. Passcd 253- 179. A "NO" w i i ~  
i s  a pro-senior vorr. 
7. July 16,1997. H.R. 2158-Fiscal 1998 VA/HUD 

Appropriations/ Recommit 
Thc motion to recommit (scnd back IO commitice) the appropriations bill 
for HUD programs in  fiscal year 1998 was introduced hy Rcprcsentativc 
Kennedy (D-Mass.). The motion would have instructed thc apprupnations 
commitice to increase HUD funding by 5160 million, increase money I r i  
Homclcss programs by 560 million. increase the Community Dcvrlnpment 
Block Grants by $45 and fund the Section 202 housing for the clderl! 
program. suppun services cwrdinalors, with S20 million. Molion rc]rr.tctl 
193-235. A "YES" vote i s  n pm..wn;~w YOIC. 

8. July 23,1997. H.R. 200.LBudgel EnforccmenCNassage 
T h i s  would establish "cnforcemcnt mechanisms" for the spcndingliicficit 
cuts and tax changcs agrccd to in the Bahnccd t)ud.ect Act and thc rm 
changcs in thc 1'997 revcnuc bill. The hill would require auiomati~' cuts iii 
individual entitlement programs i f  the rargets arc hreachcd. Soiiic of the 
schduled tax CUB would be dfccted but only by temporary suspcnuon ot 
such cuts. Thc automatic cuts in cnlitlcment prngrama would aficct 
Medicarc. Mcdicaid and SSI. al l  imponont programs far seniors. Rciccicd 
8 1-347. A " N O  YOIC is a pro-senior YOIE. 

9. July 30, 1997. H.R. 2OI.%-Fscal 1998 Budget Heconciliation- 

T h i s  Confcrcncc Rcpon calls for cuts in prnjcctcd cntitlcmcnt spendins 
(including Mcdicarc and Mcdicaid) of SI40 billion by ycar 2002. It will 
cstablish Mcdicarc tax-frec "mcdical savings accounts". a major move 
toward privatization of the Medicarc p r o m .  The Confcrcncc Report did 
conwin somc improvcmcnu in  childrcns' hwlth coverage and a restoration 
of bcncfiu for somc legal immigrants. However. tbc push toward higher 
Medicvc out-of-pocket costs and privatization were containcd in this final 
version of thc Budget Agrecmcnt. Adoprcd 346-85. A "NO" I'OIC ir o 
pro-senbr voie. 
10. September 16,1997. S. 56t--Senior Citizen Home Equity 

For millions of scnior citizcns. their homes constitute thcir major I'inancial 
JSSCI. Fcdcral law allows seniors to get pcriodic paymcnis. based on thcir 
equity i n  thcir homc. but remain in  their homc until thcy must lravc 
because of illness, dcath or other rcasons. T h i s  bill. introduced b) 
Reprcsentativc L z i o  (R.N.Y.). protects seniors from exploitxion by 
unscrupulous companies which havc k e n  charging cxccssivs lecs just 10 
learn ahout fedcral and statc regulations rcgarding such "rcvcrse 
mongages." Passed. 422-1. A "YES" vole is II pro-senior VOIC. 

SpendindConference Report 

Protection/ Passage 



HOUSE VOTES 

A LA DAMA 
1 Callahan S (R) 

3 RiIeyB(RJ 
4 mrnon~(~) 
5 CramerR(D) 
6 BachusS(R) 
7 HilllardE(D) 

AL YoungD (R) 

1 SalmnM(R) 
2 RsforE(D) 
3 StumpB (R) 
4 Shadegg J (R) 
5 KolbeJ(R) 
6 HayworthJ(R) 

1 BenyM(D) 
2 SnyderV(D) 
3 Hutchinson A (R) 
4 DickeyJ (R) 

1 RiggsF(R) 
2 HergerW(R1 
3 FazbV(D) 
4 D w l i S J ( R )  
5 MatwiR(D) 
6 WcCAsey C (D) 
7 MillerG (D) 
8 Pelosi N(D) 
9 Dellums R (D) 

10 Tauscher E (D) 
11 PomboR(R) 
12 LantosT(D) 
13 StarkP (0) 
14 EshwA(D) 
IS Campbell T(R) 
16 Lofgren 2 (D) 
17 FanS(DJ 
18 ConditG (D) 
19 Radanovich G (R) 
20 DooleyC(D) 
21 ThomasB [R) 
22 CappsW(D) 
23 GaUegly E (R) 
24 Sh-nB(D) 
25 McKwnH(R) 
26 BermanH(D) 
27 FqanJ(R) 
28 Or&rD(RJ 
29 Waxman H (0) 
30 BecemX(D) 
31 Madinez M(D) 
32 Dxon J(D) 
33 Roybal-Allard L (D) 
24 TorresE(D1 

2 EverenT(R) 

ALASKA 

ARIZONA 

ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 

1997 CUM 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  % % 

W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 
W W ?  W R  W W R  W R  33 
R W R  W R  W W R  W R  50 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 
R R R R R R R R R R  1M 

W W R  W R  W ?  ? ? R 43 

W W R R R W W R R R  E4 
R R R R R R W R W R  80 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 
W W R  W W W W R  R R 40 
W W ?  W W W W W W R  11 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 

R W R R R R R R R R  90 
R R R W R R W R W R  70 
W W R  W R  W W ?  W R  33 
W W R  W R  W W R  R R 50 

W W R  W W W W R  W R  30 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 
W W R  W R  W W R  R R 50 
R R R R R R ?  R W A  89 
R R R R R R A R W R  90 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 
R R R W R R R W W R  70 
W W R  W R  W W R  R R 50 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 
R R R R R R R ?  R R  100 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 
W R  W W W R  W W W R  30 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 
R W R  W R  W R  W W R  50 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 
R R R W R  W R  W W R  60 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 
R R R W R R R R W R  80 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 
R W R R R W R R W R  70 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  40 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 
R R ?  R R R R R W R  89 
R R R W R R R R W R  80 
? R R R R R R R W R  89 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 
? R R R R R R R W R  89 

15 
24 
63 
65 
61 
22 
96 

33 

30 
92 
7 
23 
13 
23 

70 90 

18 
26 

20 
I3 
86 
22 
92 
94 95 

70 98 

90 30 

48 93 

33 70 

95 

24 95 

95 

93 

12 
40 
17 
70 
20 
96 
40 
9 
98 
92 93 

97 
94 
95 

35 Waters M (0) 
36 HarmanJ(D) 

38 HornS(R) 
39 RoyceE(R) 
40 LewisJ(R) 
41 KimJ(R) 
42 BrownG(D) 
43 CalvetlK(R) 
44 BonoS(R) 
45 Rohrabacher D(R) 
46 Sanchez L (0) 
47 CoxC(R) 
48 PackardR(R) 
49 BilbrayB(R) 
50 FilnerB(D) 
51 Cunningham R (R) 
52 Hun\erD( R) 

1 DeGeneD(D) 
2 SkaggsD(D) 
3 Mclnnis S (R) 
4 SchaHer B (R) 
5 HelleyJ (R) 
6 Schaefer D (RJ 

1 Kenneliy B (0) 
2 Gej&nson S (D) 
3 DeLauroR (0) 
4 ShaysC(R) 
5 Maloney J [D) 
6 Johnson N (R) 

37 MiUenderMcD. J (D) 

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 
AL Castle M (R) 

FLORIDA 
1 Scarborough J (R) 
2 BoydA(DJ 
3 BrownC(D) 
4 Fow(erT(R) 
5 ThurmanKID) 
6 StearnsC(R) 
7 MicaJ(R) 
8 McCollum 5 (R) 
9 Bilirakis M (R) 

10 YoungC (R) 
1 1  DavisJ (D) 
12 Canady C (R) 
13 Milter D (R) 
14 GossP(R) 
15 Weldon D (R) 
16 FoleyM(R) 
17 MeekC(D) 
18 Ros-Lehtinen I (R) 
19 Wexler R (0) 
20 DeutschP(D) 
21 Diaz-Balatl L (R) 
22 ShawE(R) 
23 HastingsA(D) 

1997 CUM 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  % B 

R R W R R R R R R R  90 95 
R W R W R W R W W R  50 71 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 93 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 38 
W W R W R W W W R R  40 23 
W ? R W R W W R W R  44 14 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 20 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 93 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 20 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 23 
W W R W W W W W R R  30 18 
R W R W R W R W W R  50 50 
W W R ? R W W R W R  44 15 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 12 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 30 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 98 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 20 
W W ? W R W W R W R  33 13 

R R R R R R R R W R  90 90 
R R R R ? R R R W R  89 83 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 20 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 30 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 17 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 13 

R R R W R R R R W R  80 W 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 95 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 95 
W W R W W W W R W R  30 41 
R W R W R W R R W R  60 60 
W R R W R W R R W R  60 39 

W W R W R W W W W R  30 30 

W W R W W W W R R R  
R R R W R  R W W W R  
R R R R R R R R W ?  
W W R  W W W W R  W R  
R R R  W R  R R R W R  
W W R  R R W W R  W R  
W W R  W R  W W R  R R 
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  
W A R  W R  W W R  W R  
R R R W R R R W W R  
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  
W W R W R W W R R ?  
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  
R R R R R R R R W R  
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  
R R R  R R R  R R W R  
R R R R R R R W W R  
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  
W R  R W R  W W R  W R  
R R R R R R R R R R  

40 27 
60 60 
89 94 
30 24 
BO 94 
50 22 
50 22 
40 19 
40 30 
50 26 
70 70 
40 34 
40 18 
40 16 
44 24 
40 30 
90 88 
40 44 
9 0 9 0  
80 84 
40 48 
50 19 
1m 91 

3 



1997 CUM 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  90 % 

1997 CUM 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  I X 
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.. . .  .. . .  
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.. . 
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KENTUCKY GEORGIA 

1 Whnlield E (R) WWRWRWWRWR 40 23 
2 LewsR(R) WWRWRWWRWR 40 21 
3 NollhupA(R) WWRWRWWRWR 4 40 
4 Bunning J (R) WWRWRWWRWR 40 19 
5 RogersH(R) WWRWRWWRWR 40 28 
6 Baesler S (0) RRRWRWRRRR 80 74 

1 Kmgslon J (R) WWRWRWWWRR 40 22 
2 BishopSp) RRRWRRWRWR 70 81 
3 Collins M (R) WWRWRWWRWR 40 20 
4 McKinneyC(0) RRRRRRRWWR 80 80 
5 LewisJ (D) RRRRRRRRWR 90 97 

7 BarrB(Rl WWWWWWWRWR 20 5 
6 Gingnch N (R) s s s w s w s s w s  0 10 

LOUISIANA 8 Chambiiss S (R) W W R W R W W W W R 30 17 
9 DealN (R) WWRWRWWRW R 40 22 
10 N O W C ( R )  WWRWRWWWWR 30 17 
1 1  Linder J (R) WWRWRWWRWR 40 40 

HAWAII 

1 Livingston R (R) WWRWRWWWWR 30 12 
2 Jetenon W (0) R R R R R R R R W R  90 93 
3 TawinW(R) WWRWRWWWWR 30 37 

5 CwkseyJ(R) WWRWRWWRWR 40 40 
6 BakerR(R) WWRWRWWRWR 40 13 
7 John C (0) RWRWRWRWWR 50 M 

4 McCreryJ(R) W W R W R W W R W R  40 a4 

1 AbercrombieN(D) R R R R R R R R W? 89 96 
2 MinkP(D) R R R R R R R R R R  100 94 

MAINE IDAHO 

1 AllenT(D) RR?RRRRRWR 89 89 
2 BaldacciJ (D) R R R R R R R R W R  9C 90 

I ChenowelhH(R) W W R W R W W R W R 40 23 
2 CrapoM(R) WWRWRWWRWR 40 22 

MARYLAND tLLlNOlS 

1 Gilchresf W (A) W? R W R W W R W R  44 28 
2 EhrlichR(R) WWRWWWWRWR 30 17 
3 Cardin B (0) R R R R R R R R W R  90 92 
4 WynnA10) R R R R R R R R W R  90 94 
5 HoyerS(D) R R R R R R R R W R  90 92 
6 BarlfettR(R) WWRWRWWRWR 40 20 
7 CummingsE(D) R R R R R R R R W R 90 1M) 
8 Morella C (R) WRRWRWWWWR 40 64 

1 RushB(D) R R R R R R R R R R  100 100 
2 Jackson J (D) R R R R R R R R R R  100 1W 
3 Lipinski W (D) RRRRRWWRWR 70 80 
4 Gulierrer L (D) R R ?  R R R R R R R  100 98 
5 Blago]evich R(D) R R R R R H R R W R 90 90 
6 HydeH(R) WWRWRWWRWR 40 21 
7 DavisD(D) R R R R R R R H R R  1W 100 
8 CraneP(f7) WWRWRWWRWR 40 8 
9 YalesSlD) R R R R R R R R R R  100 96 
10 
1 1  
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 

Porter J iR j  
Weller J (R) 
Costello J (D) 
Fawell H (R) 
HasfertD (R) 
Ewing T (R) 
Manzullo D (R) 
Evans L (D) 
LaHood R (R) 
Poshard G (D) 
Shimkus J (R) 

INDIANA 
1 Visclosky P (D) 
2 Mclnlosh D (R) 
3 RoernerT(0) 
4 SouderM(R) 
5 BuyerS(R) 
6 BurtonD(R) 
7 PeaseE(R) 
8 Hoslelller J (R) 
9 Hamilton L (0) 
10 CarsonJ(D) 

1 LeachJ(R) 
2 NussleJ(R) 
3 Boswell L (D) 
4 GanskeG(R) 
5 LathamT(R) 

IOWA 

WRRWWWWWWR 
WWR WR WWR W? 
R ?  RRRRRRWR 
WWR WR WWWWR 
WWR W R  WWR WR 
WWR WR WWR WR 
WWR WR WWR WR 
R R R R R R R R WR 
WWR WR WWR WR 
R R R R  R R R R WR 
WWRWRWWRWR 

R R WWR R R WWR 
WWRRRWWRRR 
R WR WR WR WWR 
W'NR WR WWR WR 
WWR WR WWR WR 
WWR W? WWR WR 
WWR WR WWR WR 
WR R WR WWR WR 
RRRWRRRWWR 
RRRRRRRRWR 

30 
33 
89 
30 40 

40 40 

40 90 

90 
40 

21 
24 92 

14 
15 
19 
20 
97 
40 83 

40 

60 82 
60 27 
50 73 
40 30 
40 24 
33 10 
40 40 
50 27 
70 70 
9 0 9 0  

WWRWRWWRWR 40 41 
WWRWRWWRWR 40 21 
RRWWRWWRWR 50 50 
WWRWRWWRWR 40 23 
WWRWRWWRWR 40 23 

MASSACHUSEllS 
t OlverJ(D) 
2 NealR(D) 
3 McGovem J (0) 
4 FrankB(D) 
5 MeehanM (D) 
6 TiemeyJ(0) 
7 MarkeyE(0) 
8 Kennedy J ID) 
9 Mcakley J (0) 

10 Delahunt B (D) 

MICHIGAN 
1 SlupakB(D) 
2 Hoekslra P (R) 
3 EhlersV (R) 
4 CampO(R) 
5 Barcia J (0) 
6 UplanF(R) 
7 SmilhN (R) 
8 Stabenow D (D) 
9 KildeeD(D) 
10 Bonior D (D) 
1 1  Knollenberg J (R) 
12 LevinS(D) 
13 RiversL(D) 
14 Conyers J (0) 
15 Kilpatrick C (D) 
16 Dingell J (D) 

R R R R R R R R W R  
R R  R R R R R  R W ?  
R R R R R R R R R R  
R R R R R R R R R R  
RRRRR?RWWR 
RRRRRRRRWR 
RRRR?RWRRR 
R R R R R R R R R R  
R R R R R R R R R R  
R R R R R R R R R R  

90 
89 
100 
100 

90 
89 
100 
100 
1M) 

78 

97 
93 
100 
96 
80 
90 
97 
95 
97 
1W 

RRRRRRRRWR 90 94 
WWRWRWWWWR 30 20 
W W R W R W ? W W ?  25 26 
WWRWRWWRWR 40 24 
R W R W R R R W W R  60 77 
WWRWRWWWWR 30 21 
WWRWRWWRWR 40 12 
RRRRRRRRWR 90 90 
RRRRRRRRWR 90 98 
RRRRRRRRWR 90 99 
WWRWRWWRWR 40 16 
RRRRRRRRWR 90 95 
RRRRRRRRWR 90 93 
R R R R R R R R R R  to0 97 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 100 
? R R R R R R R W R  89 92 

MINNESOTA 
1 Gutknecht G (R) W W R W R W W W W R 30 23 
2 MtngeD(0) RRWWRRRWWR 60 67 
3 Ramslad J (R) WWRWRWWWWR 30 31 
4 VentoB (D) RRRRRRRRWR 90 97 

KANSAS 
1 MoranJ(R) WWRRRWWRRR 60 60 
2 RyunJ(R) WWRWRWWRRR 50 50 
3 SnowbargerV(R) WWR WR WWR R R 50 50 
4 TiahiiT (R) WWRWRWWRRR 50 27 

4 
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5 SaboM(D) 
6 LulherW ID) 
7 Peterson C (D) 
8 Oberslar J (D) 

1 Wicker R (R) 
2 Thompson 8 (D) 
3 Pickering C (R) 
4 PaherM (R) 
5 TaylorG (0) 

1 ClayW(D) 
2 Talent J (R) 
3 Gephardi R (D) 
4 Skellon I (0) 
5 McCarthy K (D) 
6 DannerP(D) 
T BlunlR (RI 
8 Emerson J (R) 
9 HuIshoIK(R) 

MISSISSIPPI 

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 
AL HillR(R) 

NEBRASKA 
1 Bereuler D (R) 
2 Christensen J (R) 
3 BarrettB(R) 

1 EnsgnJ(R) 
2 GiWnsJ(R1 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
1 SununuJIR) 
2 BassC(R) 

1 Andrews R {D) 
2 LoBiondo F (R) 
3 SaxtonJ(R) 
4 SmilhC(R) 
5 Roukema M (R) 
6 Pallone F (D) 
7 FranksB(R) 
8 Pascreil B (D) 
9 RolhmanS(D) 
IO PayneD(D) 
1 1  Frelinghuysen R (R) 
12 PappasM(R) 
13 Menendez RID) 

1 Sch#S(R) 
2 SkeenJ(R) 
3 RedmondB(R] 

NEW JERSEY 

NEW MEXICO 

NEW YDRK 
1 ForbesM(R) 
2 LazioR(R) 
3 KingP(R) 
4 McCarlhyC(D1 
5 Ackerman G (D) 
6 FlakeF(D) 
7 MantonT(D) 

1997 CUM 
I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  % % 

R R R R R R R R W R  90 94 
R R R W R A R W W R  70 80 
R W R R R R R W W R  70 73 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 97 

W W R W R W W R W R  40 20 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 98 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 38 
R W W W R W W W R R  40 45 

R R ?  R R R R R R R  100 97 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 20 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 87 
R W R W R W R R W R  60 61 
R R R W R R R R W R  80 77 
R W R W R W R R W R  60 76 
W W R W R W W W R R  40 40 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 22 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 

W R R W R W W R W R  50 50 

W R R W R W W R W R  50 29 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 23 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 21 

W W R W R W W R W R  40 30 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 

W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 17 

R W ? R R R R W W R  67 76 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 34 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 55 
W R R W R W W R W R  50 42 
R W R R R R R 7  W R  78 80 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 32 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 90 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 90 
R ?  R R R R R R R R  100 97 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 96 

W ? ?  W ?  W ? ? ? ?  0 28 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 20 
I I I W R W W R W R  43 43 

W W W W R W W W ?  R 22 21 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 36 
W W W R R W W R W R  40 26 
R W R R R W R R W R  70 70 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 95 
R ? R R R R R R W R  89 94 
R ? ? R R R R R W R  88 94 

8 NadierJ(D) 
9 SchumerCID) 
10 TownsE(D) 
11 OwensM ID) 
12 Velazquez N (D) 
13 Molinari S (R) 
I4 MaloneyC(D) 
15 Range1 C (D) 
16 Serrano J (D) 
17 EngelE(D) 
18 LoweyN(D) 
19 Keiy S (R) 
20 Gilrnan B (R) 
21 McNultyM (0) 
22 Solomon G (R) 
23 Boehlert S (R) 
24 McHugh J (R) 
25 Walsh J (R) 
26 Hinchey M (D) 
27 PaxonB(R) 
28 Slaughter L (D) 
29 LaFalce J (0) 
30 CiuinnJ(R) 
31 Houghlon A (R) 

1 ClaytonE(D) 
2 EthendgeE(D) 
3 Jones W !R) 
4 PriceD(0) 
S BunR(R) 
6 CobleH(R) 
7 Mclntyre M (D) 
a Helnerw (0) 
9 MyrickS (R) 
10 Ballenger C (R) 
1 1  Taylor C (R) 
12 WattM(D1 

NORTH DAKOTA 
AL Pomeroy E (D) 

OHIO 
1 ChabolS (R) 
2 PortmanR(R) 
3 HallT(D) 
4 OxleyM(R) 
5 Gillmor P (R) 
6 Strickland T (D) 
7 HobsonD(R) 
8 Boehner J (R) 
9 KapturM(D) 
10 Kucinich D (0) 
1 1  Slokes L (D) 

13 BrownS(D) 
14 SawyerTLD) 
15 PryceD(R) 
16 RegulaR/R) 
I 7  TraficanlJ (D) 
18 NeyB(R1 
19 LaTourene S (R) 

OKLhHOhlA 
1 Largenf S (R) 
2 CoburnT(R) 
3 Walkins W (R) 

NORTH CAROLlNA 

12 Kasich J (A) 

1997 COY 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 C l G  5, 9 ,  

R R R R R R R R R R  100 98 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 96 
R ? R R R R R R R R  100 96 
R R W R R R R R R R  90 97 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 98 
W W R W R W W R W I  33 35 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 96 
R R ? R R R R R R R  100 98 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 Y5 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 99 
R ? R R R R R R W R  69 93 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 30 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 69 
R R R R R R R R R R  103 88 
W W R W R W ?  R W R  44 18 
W R R W R W W R W R  50 58 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 78 
W R R W R W W R W R  50 39 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 96 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 19 
R R R R 7 R R R W R  89 93 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 86 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 38 
W R R W R W W W W R  40 39 

R R R R R R R R W R  90 90 
R W R W R R R R R R  80 80 
W W R W R W W R R R  50 20 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 90 
W W R W R W W R R A  50 23 
? W R W R W W R R R  56 19 
R W R W R W R W R R  60 60 
R R R R R R R W W R  80 66 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 23 
W W R W R W W W R R  40 13 
W W W W R W W W W R  20 16 
R R R R R R R R R R  1W 96 

R R R W R R R R W R  80 84 

W W R W R W W R W R  40 27 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 19 
R R R W R R R R W R  BO 87 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 13 
W R R W R W W R W R  50 36 
R A R R R R R R W R  90 90 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 21 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 21 
' ? A ? R R R R R R R l 0 0  94 
R R R R R R R R R R  1W 100 
R R R R R R W R R R  90 98 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 19 
R R ? R R R R R W R  89 88 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 92 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 22 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 29 
W W R W R W R R W R  50 86 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 27 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 37 

W W R W R W W W R R  40 23 
W W R W R W W W R R  40 27 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 
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4 Wans J(R) 
5 lslwkE(R) 
6 LucasFIR) 

1 FurseEtD) 
2 SmithB(R) 
3 Blumenauer E (0) 
4 DeFazWP(D) 
5 HooleyD(D) 

1 FoglietlaT(D) 
2 FanahC(D) 
3 Bof~kiR(D) 
4 KlinkR(D) 
5 Peterson J (R) 
6 HoldenT(D) 
7 Weldan C (R) 
8 GreenwwdJ(R) 
9 ShuslerB(R) 

10 McDade J (R) 
11 Kanjonki P (D) 
12 MurlhaJ(D) 
13 FoxJ(R) 
14 CoyneW(D) 
15 McHale P (0) 
16 PitkJ(R) 
17 GekasG(R) 
18 DoyleM(D) 
19 GWmgB(R)  
20 MasCaraF(D) 
21 English P (R) 
RHODE ISLAND 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

1 KennedyP(D) 
2 Weygand B (0) 

1 Sanlord M (R) 
2 SpenceF(R) 
3 GnhamL(R) 
4 lnglis B (R) 
5 SpranJ(D) 
6 ClyburnJ(D) 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
AL ThuneJIR) 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

TENNESSEE 
1 Jenkins B (R) 
2 DuncanJ(R) 
3 Wamp 2 (R) 
4 Hilleary V (R) 
5 ClementB(D) 
6 GocdonB(D) 
7 BryantE(R) 
8 TannerJ(D) 
9 FOrdH(D) 

TEXAS 
1 SandliiM(D) 
2 TurnerJ(D) 
3 Johnson S (R) 
4 HallR (0) 
5 SessionsP(R) 
6 BartonJ(R) 
7 ArcherB(R) 
8 BradyK(R) 
9 LampsonN(D) 
10 DoggenL(D) 

1997 CUM 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  % B 

W W R W R W W R W R  40 20 
W W R W R W W R R R  50 20 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 26 

R R R R R R R R W ?  89 88 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 
R R W R R R R W R R  80 87 
R R R R R R R W R R  90 93 
R R R W R R R R W R  80 80 

R R R R R R R R W R  90 95 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 97 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 96 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 90 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 
R R R W R R R R W R  80 86 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 39 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 26 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 12 
W W W W R W W R W R  30 54 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 90 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 82 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 33 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 95 
R R R W R R R W W R  70 80 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 17 
R R R W R R R W W R  70 80 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 26 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 90 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 27 

? R R R R R R R R R  100 97 
R R R R R R ? R W A  a9 a9 

W W R W W W W W R R  30 20 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 16 
W W R W R W W W R R  40 23 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 22 
R R R W R R R R W R  80 84 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 92 

W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 

W W R W R  W W R  W R  
W W R W R W W W W R  
W W R  W R  W W W W R  
W W R W R W W R R R  
R R R W R  W R  R W R  
R W R W R W R R W R  
W W R  W R  W W R  R R 
R R R W R R R W W R  
R R R R R R R R W R  

40 40 
30 24 
30 20 
50 33 
70 78 
60 77 
50 23 
70 56 
90 93 

R W R R R W R R W R  70 70 
R R R W R W W W W R  50 50 
W W R W W W W R W R  30 18 
R W W R R W R W W R  50 35 
W W ? W R W W R W R  33 33 
W W R W W W W W R R  30 13 
W W ? W R W W R W R  33 8 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 30 
R R R W R R R R W R  80 80 
R R R R R R R W W R  80 90 

1 1  EdwardsC(D) 
12 GrangerK (R) 
13 ThombenyW(R) 
14 PaulR(R) 
15 Hinojosa R (D) 
16 ReyesS(D) 
17 Slenholm C (D) 
18 JacksowLee S (D) 
19 CornbestL(R) 
20 Gonzalez H (0) 
21 SmilhL(R) 
22 DeLayT(R) 
23 Bonilla H (R) 
24 FroslM(D) 
25 Bentsen K (0) 
26 ArmeyD(R) 
27 OrtizS(D) 
28 Rcdnguez C (0) 
29 GreenG(D) 
30 Johtison E (D) 
UTAH 
1 HansenJ(R) 
2 CwkM(R) 
3 CannonC(R) 

VERMONT 
AL Sanders B (I) 

VIRGINIA 
1 Baleman H (AI 
2 PickeHO(D) 
3 SconR(D) 
4 Sisisky N (D) 
5 GoodeV(D1 
6 GoodbneR(R) 
7 BlileyT(R) 
8 MoranJ(D) 
9 BoucherR ID) 

10 WollF(R) 
11 DavisT(R) 

WASHINGTON 
1 While R (R) 
2 Melcalf J (R) 
3 SmithL(R) 
4 Haslings R (R) 
5 Nethercull G (R) 
6 DlckN(D) 
7 McDemon J (D) 
8 DunnJ(R) 
9 SrnilhA(D) 

1 Moilohan A (D) 
2 WiseB(D) 
3 RahallN(D) 

1 Neumann M (R) 
2 KlugS (R) 
3 KindRID) 
4 KleczkaJ(D) 
5 Barren T(D) 
6 PelriT(R) 
7 Obey D p )  
8 Johnson J (D) 
9 Sensenbtenner F (R) 

WEST VIRGINIA 

WISCONSIN 

WYOMING 
AL CubinB(R) 

1997 CUM 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 3 1 0  9' 4. 

R R ?  W R R R R  W R  78 75 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 20 
W W W R R W W R R W  40 40 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 90 
R R ? R R R R R W R  89 89 
R R W W R R R W W R  60 30 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 97 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 14 
R R R R R R R ? ? ?  100 90 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 17 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 12 
W W R W R W W R R R  50 26 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 84 
R R R W R R R R W R  80 83 
W W R W ?  W W R W R  33 13 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 83 
I I R R R R R R W R  88 88 
R W R R R R R R W R  80 92 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 94 

W W R W R W W R W R  40 7 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 40 

R R R R R R R R R R  100 96 

W R  R W R  W W R  W R  
R R R R R W R  R W R  
R R  R R  R R  R R W R  
R R R W R  W R  W W R  
R W R W R W W W R R  
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  
W W R  W R  W W W W R  
R R R W R  R R R W R  
R R R R R R R R R R  
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  
W W R  W R  W W R  W R  

50 15 
80 66 
90 92 
60 71 
50 50 
40 20 
30 12 
80 78 
100 93 
40 25 
40 30 

W W R W R W W R W R  40 23 
W W ?  R R  W W R  W ?  38 29 
W W R W R W W R R R  50 31 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 20 
W W R W R W W R W R  40 23 
R R R R R W R R W R  80 89 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 94 
W W R W R W W R W  R 40 24 
R R R W R R R R W R  80 80 

R ' R R R R R W R R R  90 83 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 95 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 95 

W W R W R W W W W R  30 24 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 31 
R R R R R R R W W R  80 80 
R R R W R R R R W R  80 93 
R R R R R R R W W R  80 92 
W W R W R W W W W R  30 23 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 97 
R R R R R R R R W R  90 90 

W W R W R W W W W R  30 1 1  

W W R W R W W R W R  40 17 
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SENATE VOTES help i n  paying for the incrcses. A thrcclfifths (315's) majority was 
necessary to pass Scnator Spcctcr's motion to "waive thc h u d p  act:' 
Under thmc rulcs. thc motion failed 52-48. A "YES" v i m  i.r a prv. 
senior vole. 

9. September 4. 1997. S.1061-FisepI 1998 lahor-HHS 

Scnator DAmato  [ R N Y . )  movcd to incrcase funding for rhc Oldcr 
Amcricans Act by $40 million in suppon of csscntial local oldcr pcrsons 
scrviccs and programs. Thc motion passed 97-0. A "YES" vote is a 
p i - s e n i o r  vole. 

10. September 23,1997. S.83bFood and Drug  AdminisIration 
(FDA) OverhnuVRevlew Autborlty 

Senator Rccd Kl-R.1.) offcrcd an amendmcnt to the FDA overhaul bill 

appmpriationdOIder Americans Act 

1. Fehruaq  25,1997. S.J.Hs. 1-Balanced-Budget 

Senator Hatch (R-Utah) offered a motion to defeat thc proposal of 
Scnatm Reid (D-Nev.1 to cxcinpt Social Security trust funds from 
budget calculations undcr thc prospective constitutional amendmcnt. 
As written. thc amendmcnt would thrcatcn thc Icgal basis for thc [NSI 
funds and would also affect the Mcdicarc trust fund. 
Senator Hatch's motion was agrccd IO 55-44 thus including Social 
Sccurity pus1 funds in balanced-budget calculations. A "NO" I'OIC is (I 
pro-senior vo~e. 

2. March  4, 1997. SJ.Rs.1-Balanced-Budget Constitutions1 

Th is  Rcrolution would stm tho process of mending thc Constitution to 
require. by 2001. or two years aftcr ratification by thrcc-fourths of the 
states. an annual and permanent "balanced Federal budget". Its passage 
would directly threaten the Social Security and Medicare programs. 
greatly reduce thc capacity for Federal invcstmenls in  the nccds of thc 
nation and hamper Meral  response to rcccssions and disastcrs. A two- 
thirds majority of those voting in  the Scnatc i s  rcquircd for passage of 
such a resolution. (It failed by onc vote.) Rcjcctcd 66-34. A "NO" vore 
i.s a pro-senior w e .  
3. June 24. 1997. S.947-Fiscal 1998 Budget Reconciliation- 

Scnator Roih (R-Dcl.) introduced a motion to kill a Senator Kennedy 
(D-Mass.) amendment to l c  Balanced Budget Act (BBA) to prcvenl the 
infroduction o f  a $5-a-virit co-pay for Medicnre homc health serviccs 
which m pmvidcd to vcry frail. homcbound seniors and persons with 
disabilitics. Previously. no such payments have becn required. The 
Rolh motion passed 59-41, A "NO" vole is a prw.senior vote. 

4. June 24, 1997. S.947-Fiscal 1998 Budgel Reconciliation- 
Spending-Medicare Eligibilily, Increasing tbe Age for Medicare 
Services 

rbin (D-111.) raised a point of order against a provision of the 
A which would raise the age of eligibility for Medicare 

services from 65 to 67. Senator Roth (R-Del.) moved to kill Senator 
Durbin's point of order. Senator Roths motion was agreed to 62-38. 
A "NO '* w e  is a pro-xenior w e .  
5. June 24.1997. S.947-Fiscal 1998 Reconciliation-Spending/ 

Medicare Means Testing 
Senator Rolh (R-Dcl.) moved to kill Scnator Kennedy's (D-Mass.) 
amendment to remove from the Senate Balanced Budget Act bill a 
provision to, for the first time. means test Medicare pan B premiums. 
Senator Roth's motion was agrccd to 70-30. A "NO" vote is (I prw- 
senior v im.  
6. June 25. 1997. S.947-Fiscsl 1998 Budget Reeoncilialion- 

Spending-Medicare Substitute 
Senator Rccd (D-R.1.) madc a motion 10 eliminate the age increase for 
Mcdtcare elipihility. drop the S5-a-visit co.pay for Medicare homc 
health scrvices and eliminate Mcd icm mcans testing as conlaincd in  thc 
Balanced Budget Act bill. The Reed motion failed. 25-75 A "YES" 
~ ~ I J ' O I C  is  (I pro-smior WIG, 

7. June 25, 1997. S.947-Fiscal 1998 Budget Reconciliation- 

Senator Ky l  oflcred an mcndmcnt to Ihc Balanced Budget Act to allow 
doctors to directly bill Medicare bcncficiaries for Medicare-covered 
services nt above Medicare rater. The practice destroys Medicare 
balance-billing protections and national Medicare payment rates. The 
Kyl  motion passed 64-35. A "NO" vote ir o prr,-senior vim 

8. 

Undcr thc proposed Balanced Budget Act. Medicare Part B premiums 
arc geared to sharply rise over the years. Many moderate and low- 
income bcneficiarics wi l l  cxpcricnce increasing difficulty in paying the 
highcr premiums and other out-of-pocket costs. Senator Spcctcr 
(R-Pcnn.) moved to assure that low income beneficiaries would receive 

Constitutional hmendmentl Social Security 

AmendmenUPassage 
to assure that~thc FDA would retain i ts  authority to protect users of 
medical dcviccs in  cases whcrc thc FDA finds that product labels and 

Spending-Medicare Home Health Co-payment 

SpendIn@rivate Contraccs 

June 25, 1997. S.947-Fiscal1998 Budget Reconcilintion- 
Spending-Premium Protections 

dircclions arc mislcading or false. Older Americans arc especially 
vulncrablc 10 injury by mcdical devices when labels or dircctions arc 
mislcading or false. Scnator Jcffords (R-Vt.) movcd to kill the Rccd 
motion and L e  Jcffords motion was agreed to 65-35. A "NO" viuc i.r 
61 pro-senror wire. 

1997 CUM 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  % % 

Shelby R (R) W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 
Sessions J (R) W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 

ALABAMA 

ALASKA 
Slevens T (R) W W W W W W W W R W  10 33 
Murkowski F (A) W W W W W W W W ? W  0 15 

ARIZONA 
McCain J (R) R W W W R W W W R W  30 24 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 KYI J (R) 

Bumpers D (0) R R R R W W R R R R  a0 82 
ARKANSAS 

Hulchinson T (R) W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 

CALIFORNIA 
Feinslein D (D) R R R W W W W R R R  60 82 
Boxer B p) R R R R R R R R R R  100 96 

COLORADO 
Campbell B (R) W W W W W W W W R W  10 46 
Allard W (R) W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 

CONNECTICUT 
Dodd C (0) R R R R W W W R R W  60 84 
Lieberman J (D) R R W W W W W R R W  40 73 

DELAWARE 
Rolh W (R) W W W W W W W W R W  10 25 
Biden J (D) R W R R R R W R R R  a0 84 

FLORIDA 
Graham B (D) R W W W W W R R R R  50 74 
Mack C (R) W W W W W W W W R W  10 8 

GEORGIA 
Coverdell P (R) W W R R R W W W R W  40 14 
Cleland M (D) R W R R R R R R R R  90 90 

HAWAII 
lnouye D (D) ? R R R R R ? R R R I @ J  94 
Akaka D (D) R R R R R R R R R R  100 95 

IDAHO 
Craig L (R) W W W W W W W W R W  10 9 
Kernplhorne D (R) W W W W W W W W R W  10 7 
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ILLINOIS 
Moseley-Braun C 
Durbin R (D) 

Lugar R (R) 
Coals D (R) 

Grasstey C (R) 
Harkin T (D) 

Brownback S (R) 
Robens P (R) 

Ford W (D) 
McConnell M (R) 

Breaux J (Dl 
Landneu M (D) 

Snowe 0 (R) 
Collins S (R) 

Sarbanes P (0) 
Mikulski B (D) 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Kennedy E (D) 

INDIANA 

IOWA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA 

MAINE 

MARYLAND 

Kerry J (0) 

Lenn C (D) 
Abraham S (R) 

MINNESOTA 
Wellslone P (0) 
Grams R (R) 

Cocnran T (R) 
Loll T (R) 

Bond C (R) 
Ashcroll J (R) 

Baucus M (D) 
Bums C (R) 

Kerrey B (D) 
Hagel C (R) 

Reid H (0) 
Bryan R ID) 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Smith R (R) 
Gregg J (R) 

NEWJERSEY 
Lautenberg F (D) 
Torricelli R (D) 

Domenici P (R) 
Bingaman J (D) 

MICHIGAN 

MISSISSIPPI 

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW MEXICO 

1997 CUM 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  '?b % 

1997 CUM 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  90 4, 

R W R R R W R R R R  80 88 
R R R R R R R R  R R  100 1W 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 16 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 17 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 22 
R W R R W R R R R R  80 92 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 

R R R R R R R R R W  90 80 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 13 

R W W W W W W R R W  30 65 
R W R R W W W R R W  50 SO 

W W R R R W W R R W  50 43 
W W R R W W W R R W  40 40 

R R R R R R R R R R  100 97 
R R R R R R R R R W  90 90 

R R R R R R R R R R  100 96 
R R R R W W R R R R  80 91 

R R R R W R R R R R  90 89 
W W W W R W W W R W  20 17 

R R R R R R R R R W  90 99 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 7 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 15 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 7 

W W W W W W W W R R  20 22 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 

R W W W W W R R R R  50 78 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 13 

W R W W W W R R R R  50 69 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 

R R R R R R R R R R  100 85 
R W W W W W R R R R  50 70 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 14 

R R R R R R R R R R  100 91 
R R R R R W R R R R  90 90 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 29 
R R R R W W R R ? R  78 76 

NEW YORK 
Moynihan D (D) 
DAmalo A (R) 

NORTH CAROLINA 
Helms J (R) 
Faircloth L (RI 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Conrad K (D) 
Dorgan B (D) 

Glenn J (0) 
DeWine M (R) 

Nickles D (R) 
lnhofe J (R) 

Wyden R (0) 
Smilh G (R) 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Specter A (R) 
Sanlorum R (R) 

OHIO 

OKLAHOMA 

OREGON 

RHDDE ISLAND 
Chalee J (R) 
Reed J (D) 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Thurmond S (R) 
Hollings E (D) 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
Daschte T (D) 
Johnson T (D) 

Thompson F (R) 
Frisl B (R) 

Gramm P (R) 
Hutchison K (R) 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 
Hatch 0 (R) 
Bennen R (R) 

Leahy P (D) 
JeHords J (R) 

Warner J (R) 
Robb C (0) 

Gonon S (R) 
Murray P (0) 

VERMONT 

VIRGINIA 

WASHINGTON 

WEST VIRGINIA 
Byru R (0) 
Rockeleller J (D) 

WISCONSIN 
Kohl H (D) 
Feingold R (D) 

Thomas C (R) 
Enzi M (R) 

WYOMING 

R R W W W W R R R R  60 87 
W W R R R W W R R W  50 35 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 3 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 8 

R R W W W W R R R R  50 80 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 96 

R R R W W W W R ? R  56 82 
W W W W W W W W R W  IO 13 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 6 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 

R R R R R W R R R W  80 90 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 

R W R R R W W R R W  60 60 
W W W W W W W R R W  20 10 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 49 
R R R R R R R R R R  104 100 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 13 
R R R R W R W R R W  70 65 

R R R R R R R R R R  100 84 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 40 

W W W W W W W W - R W  10 7 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 7 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 14 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 I5 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 8 

R R R R R R R R R R  100 93 
W W W W W W W R R W  20 49 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 23 
W W W W W W W R R R  30 60 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 16 
R R R R R R R R R W  90 94 

R R R R R R R R R R  100 83 
R R R R R R R R R R  100 84 

R W R W W W R R R R  60 79 
R R R R W R R R R R  90 96 

W W W W W W W W R W  10 7 
W W W W W W W W R W  10 10 
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a = - - -  NCSC Rates . 

he National Council of Senior Citizens has 
evaluated Members of the House and Senate T on key votes they cast in the first session of the 

105th Congress on issues of importance to  older men 
and women. 

The 1997 NCSC Voting Record features specific 
votes that. in our opinion. directly or significantly 
affect the interests of seniors and their families. 
Many of the votes selected were motions, on and 
amendments to, comprehensive bills such as  the 
Fiscal I998 Budget Reconciliation Act. the 
Consumer Price Index Adjustment Act and the 
Senior Citizens Home Equity Protection Act. Other 
votes selected were freestanding bills of great impor- 
tance. such as the Senate Balanced Budget 
Constitutional Amendment bill. 

session of the 105th Congress: the increase of 
Democratic seats in the House, which allowed the 
President to increase his influence over iegislation and 
long-term national policy; and the balanced budget 
agreement between the Congressional leadership and 
President Clinton, which has fundamentally altered 
the political-playing field in the aging community. 

The budget agreement authorized the creation of a 
Bipartisan Commission on the Future of Medicare to 
offer recommendations for changes in the senior 
health care program to accommodate the needs of 
“Baby Boomers” over the next three decades. At the 
same time, the President has embarked on a series of 
Social Security “forums” to  take place in 1998 that 
will culminate in a White House Conference on 
Social Security later in the year. Both the Medicare 
Commission and the White House Conference on 
Social Security will generate legislative options in 
1999 that could change the social insurance sub- 
structure of both Social Security and Medicare. 

So, how did Members of Congress respond to  the 
challenge in 1997? Out of a possible 100 points, 
only one Senator scored “zero,” while 15 had a per- 
fect score of “100.” In the House, two Members 
scored “zero,” while 41 rated a score of “100.” 

Two major events marked the direction of the first 

HEROES OF 1997 

w e :  
Altalta, D. (HI) 
Boxer, B. (CA) 
Byrd, R. (WV) 
Daschle, T. (SD) 
Dorgan, B. (ND) 
Durbin, R. (IL) 
Inouye, D. (HI) 
Johnson, T. (SD) 
Kennedy, E. (MA) 
Lautenberg, E (NJ) 
Leahy, P (VT) 
Reed, J .  (RI) 
Reid, H. (NV) 
Rockefeller, J. (WV) 
Sarbanes, P. (MD) 

House: 
Borski, R. (PA) 
Boucher, R. (VA) 
Clay, W. (NO) 
Conyers, J. (MI) 
Davis, D. (IL) 
Delahunt, W. (MA) 
Dellums, R. (CA) 
Engel, E. (NY) 
Filner, B. (CA) 
Frank, B. (MA) 
Gephardt, R. (MO) 
Gonzalez, H. (TX) 

Gutierrez, L. (IL) 
Hasting. A. (FL) 
Hilliard. E. (AL) 
lackson, 1. (IL) 
Kaptur, M. (OH) 
Itilpatrick. C. ( M I )  
Kennedy, J. (MA) 
Kennedy. P. (RI) 
Kucinich, D. (OH) 
McDermott, J. (WA) 
McGovem, J. (MA) 
McNulty, M. (NY)  
Mink. P. (HI) 
Moakley, j. (MA) 
Nadler, J. (NY) 
Oberstar, 1. (MN) 
Obey, D. (WI) 
Payne, D. (Nj) 
Rahall. N. (WV) 
Rangel, C. (NY) 
Rush. B. (IL) 
Sanders. B. (VT) 
Serrano, j. (NY) 
Stark, I? (CA) 
Towns, E. (NY) 
Velazquez, N. (NY) 
Watt, M. (NC) 
Waxman, H. (CA) 
Yates, S .  (IL) 

ZEROES OF 1997 

m e :  
Murkowski, E (AK) 

Gingrich, N. (GA) 
Schiff, S. (NM) 



Statement of Scott Watts 
NCSC Voting Record press conference 

July 1,1998 

The National Council of Senior Citizens, the parent organization of the 

Nevada State Council of Semior Citizens, has evaluated Membm of the House and 

Senate on key votes they cast in the first session of the 105th Congress on issues 

of importance to older men and women. The 1997 NCSC Voting Record features 

apecific votes that, in our opinior~ directly or significantly d k c t  the intmsts of 

seniors and theiir families. 

Many of the votes selected were motions, on and amendments to, 

CornprchcnsivG bills Such 

Consumer Price Index Adjushnent Act and the Senior Citizens Home Equity 

Protection Act. other votes selected werc hestanding bills of great importance, 

such as the Senate Balanced Budget Constitutional Amendment bill. 

the Fiscal 1998 Budget Reconciliation Act, the 

These votes were critical to increasing funding for elderly housing and 

programs under the Older Americans Act, ensuring cost-of-living hcrcasur for 

Social Security and other important programs, and protecting Medicare from 

efforts to cripple the program. 
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Senator Harry Reid has consistmtly voted on the right side of senior issues. 

For his continued support of programs such as Social Security, Medicare. senior 

housing and the Older Americans Act, the National Council of Senior Citizens has 

selected Senator Reid as one of its heroes of 1997. Senator Raid scored 8 100% 

on this year's voting record and has mahtaioed a 85% voting record on senior 

issues during his entire tenure in office. 

The Nevada State Council of Smior Citizens, on behalf of our mcmbcrs and 

the thousands of senior citizens in the state of Nevada, would like to publicly 

commend Senator Reid on his excellent voting record in Congress - the highest 

8corc received by any Member of the N d a  congressional delegation. Others m 

the state wem rated BS follows: Scnator Richard Bryan, 50% in '97 and a 70% 

cumulative. Representative Gibbons, 40% in '98 and a score of 40% cumulative. 

Congress Ensign earned the lowest scorc with a 40% in '98 and a 3oy0 cumulative. 

The National Council of Senior Citizens is committed not only to saving 

programs like Social Security and Medicare, but to strengthening them far fuhrn 

generations. To accomplish OUT goal, wc need more Members of Congress like 

Scnator Harry Reid representing the Citizens of the State of Nevada. 



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 

Re: FEC MUR 4801 
In the Matter Of ) 
Nevada State Council of Senior Citizens 1 
Respondent ) 

Declaration of Scott Watts 

1. I am the President of the Nevada State Council of Senior Citizens ("NSCSC). 
I have served in this capacity since January, 1998. 

2. I am retired. I do not receive any salary or other form of pay from 
the NSCSC for performing my duties as President. I do have my expenses 
reimbursed. 

3. NSCSC is a nonprofit corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Nevada and is organized as a 501 (c)(4) social welfare organization for federal 
and state tax purposes. NSCSC is a state chapter of the National Council of 
Senior Citizens but is separately governed by its own Executive Board which is 
elected by members of the NSCSC. 

4. On July 1, 1998, I represented NSCSC at an event held at a union hall in 
Reno, Nevada. The purpose of the event was to discuss the voting record of 
Nevada's congressional delegation - Representatives John Ensign and Jim 
Gibbons, and Senators Harry Reid and Richard Bryan-on issues of importance 
to senior citizens. Representatives Ensign and Gibbons are Republicans and 
Senators Reid and Bryan are Democrats. 

5. Members of the local press were invited to the Reno event. Only three 
reporters attended. The rest of the people at the event were NSCSC members. 
No candidates or candidate representatives attended the event. 

6. At the event, I showed a 7-8 minute film about the National Council of Senior 
Citizens and what the organization does to help seniors. I also talked about 
important senior issues pending before the Congress, such as the Archer-Kyle 
Amendment, and how Nevada's senators and congressmen had voted on those 
issues. 
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7. At the meeting I distributed a press statement (see attachment A) and copies 
of the NCSC voting record (attachment B). 

8. At no time did 1 or anyone else present at the Reno meeting call upon 
anyone to voter for or against any of the four incumbents whose voting records 
were discussed at the meeting. Nor did 1 or anyone else present at the meeting 
endorse any canaidate or even mention the 1998 elections. The discussion at 
the meeting was limited to solely to !egislative issues that affect senior citizens 
and how Nevada's Senators and Congressmen had voted on those issues. 

9. NSCSC did not make any expenditure or disbursement in connection with 
the R.eno meeting. The union did not charge us for the use of its hall. There 
were no other costs associated with organizing the meeting other than some 
local phone calls or faxes which I did on my own fax machine. 1 made copies of 
my press statement on my horne fadxerox machine. I obtained copies of tho 
February voting record from the National Council of Senior Citizens. 

10. I also helped organize a similar NSCSC event in Las Vegas that was held 
on July I, 1998. NSCSC was represented at that meeting by Mike Aupperle. 

17. I have no knowledge of any appearance by a member of Senator Reid's 
staff before a meeting of the Jewish War Veterans nor do I have any knowledge 
of how an article regarding NSCSC's event concerning the voting records of the 
Nevada congressionsl delegation including Senator Reid aDpeared in the 
newsletter of that organization. 

12. Neither I nor. to the best of my knowledge, anyone else representing 
NSCSC authorized the Reid campaign or any representative thereof to contact 
NSCSC members for the purpose of asking them to sign "pre-written' letters io 
the editor. 

1 declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 
Executed on October a, 1898. 

-___ 
Scott watts' 



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 

In the Matter Of 1 
Nevada State Council of Senior Citizens 
Respondent ) RE: FEC MUR 4801 

) 

Declaration of Daniel Schulder 

1. I am the Legislative Director of the National Council of Senior Citizens (NCSC). 
I have held that position since 1991. 

2. In February, 1998, NCSC prepared and published a voting record reporting on 
certain votes taken in the first Session of the 10Sh Congress (the voting record). The voting 
records contains the votes of all Members of Congress on certain issues related to senior citizens 
of interest to NCSC. 

3. The voting record was distributed to NCSC members, state senior councils affiliated 
with NCSC, and other individuals and organizations by request in February 1998. A courtesy 
copy was sent to each Member of Congress. 

4. NCSC did not contact, communicate, or consult with any federal candidate or 
representative of any federal candidate in connection with the preparation or distribution of the 
NCSC voting record. The voting record was prepared solely entirely from public sources such as 
the Congressionol Quarterly and other similar publications. 

I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best 
of my knowledge and belief. Executed on October 22, 1998. 

/ 

Daniel Schulder 



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 

In the Matter Of 1 
Nevada State Council of Senior Citizens 
Respondent ) RE: FECMUR4801 

) 

Declaration of Bette Cooper 

1. I am the Editor ofseniority, the official publication for the National Council of 
Senior Citizens. 1 have held this position since 1993. 

2.  In June 1998, I wrotc an urticlc for the Jtinc/July issue ofNCSC's magazine, 
Srriiurity, titled "I lcrocs and Zcrocs". The article described the voting records of several 
Members of Congress on certain key legislation o f  importance to senior citizens. 

3. In preparing that article I did not consult or communicate with any federal candidate 
or representative of such candidate. 

4. A total of264,000 copies orthe June/July issue oCSetiiority wcrc printed. Of thcsc, 
248,371 copies were mailed to meinbcrs of NCSC and Stutc scnior councils ul'filiulcd wilh 
NCSC; 1,500 copies wcre distributed to members and club rcprcscntativcs at NCSC's 1998 
Lcgislativc Confcrcncc in July. As ofOctober I ,  1998, there wcre 13,279 copies in storage with 
the printer. A srniill number of copies (about 850) wcrc mailed to Members of Congress and 
other individuals or organizations interested in senior issues. 

5. It is my job to oversee the publication and distribution ofSeniority. Neither I nor, 
to my knowledge, anyone else had any communication or contact with any federal candidate 
or federal candidate representative in connection with the publication or distribution of the 
June/July 1998 issue ofScniority. 

I declare under penalty or perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on 
October 22, 1998. 
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*ose voting records were diecussed at Hae meeting. Nor did I or anyone else 
present at the meeting endorse any candidate or refer to the 19% electiorls. 
The discussion at the meeting was limited to sokdy to legisbtive issues that 
a h a  senior citizens and how Nevada's Senators and Congressmen had vdted 
on thoS6 issues. In fact, we specifically stated vlat we wwe not there to endorse 
any candidele Or to ask anyone to vote in a particular way. 

8. NSCSC did not make wty expenditure or disbursement in conneclion with 
the La% Vgsas meeting. We were gussts at a regdarly scheduled monthly 
meet% of a retiree group which met in a senior citizen center. There is no 
chwge kK meetings held at fhe senior cenler which is Owned by the city. 1 
obtained the materiel9 that were distributed 8t the meting fmm Scott Watts. 
president of [he NSCSC and theq duplicated additional materials on my personal 
copy machine. There w r e  no other expenses associated with the mding. 

. .  


